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Ordinarily, in order for a judge to be disqualified, the judge's interest must be in the subject 
matter of the litigation and not merely in a legal question involved. 


Ordinarily, the interest of a judge, in order that the judge may be disqualified, must be in the subject 


matter of the litigation! and not merely in a legal question involved.” A mere interest in an abstract 
question that may be involved therein, and which may arise in some possible future independent 


litigation, not yet begun, in which the judge may have some interest, is not sufficient. 


A judge's interest in a question of law involved in a case before the judge, due to the fact that its 
determination will in all probability control rights or remedies which may thereafter accrue to the 
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judge, is not such an interest as will disqualify the judge* unless it is so expressly provided by 


statute.” However, the disqualification may extend to an interest in a question of law as well as 
to interest in a question of fact if it affects or determines the interest of the judge in the matter 


involved. A judge may be disqualified from sitting in a case where the judge is interested in the 
issues of fact which the judge is called on to determine although the judge's conclusion may not 


affect the judge's personal interest immediately.” 


An interest in the facts which the issues make it necessary for a judge to determine, and which 
may tend to induce the judge to give more weight to the evidence of one party than to the evidence 


of the other respecting such facts, is not the interest which will disqualify. 
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